Appl. No. 10/684,920 

Reply to Office Action of February 8, 2005 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-39 are pending in the application. Claims 2-5 and 16-18 have been amended. 
Examination and consideration of the pending claims are respectfully requested. 

The Examiner has indicated that this application includes three patentably distinct 
inventions, and that restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. § 
121: 

L Claims 1-13, 15-19, and 24, drawn to a loader, classified in class 270, subclass 

52.2. 

II. Claims 14, 20-23, and 25-31, drawn to a process line, classified in class 270, 
subclass 52.16. 

III. Claims 32-39, drawn to a support post, classified in class 271, subclass 9.01. 

In response. Applicants elect to prosecute the claims in Group I, Claims 1-13, 15-19, and 
24, with traverse. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the restriction requirement. 
Apphcants respectfully contend that there will not be a serious burden placed on the Examiner if 
the restriction is not required because the total number of patents the Examiner would review is 
minimal. In fact, a review of the number of patents in class 270, subclass 52.2 revealed 66 
patents. Class 270, subclass 52.16 includes 73 patents and class 271, subclass 9.01 includes 227 
patents. The 366 total patents in these subclasses can be significantly narrowed by searching for 
patents that include relevant terms as used in the clahn language. It is not a significant burden to 
review a handful of patents if the Claims of Groups II and III are allowed to remain in this 
appUcation. 

Applicants reserve the right to prosecute the claims of the non-elected Groups II and III 
of the application in one or more divisional patent applications if the restriction requirement is 
upheld. 

The Examiner also indicated that this application includes claims directed to the three 
patentably distinct species of the claimed invention, and that election to one of the following 
species is required imder 35 U.S.C. § 121 : 

Species A: Gathering Line 

Species B: Binding Line 

Species C: Offline Mailer 
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In response to the election of species requirement, Applicants elect, with traverse, to 
pursue the claims in Group I that read on species A, namely, Claims 1-13, 15-19, and 24. 
Applicants have amended Claims 2-5 and 16-18 to be generic, and therefore, the Examiner's 
election of species requirement is moot. Specifically, Applicants have removed reference to the 
specific process line in Claims 2-5 and 16-18. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, reconsideration of the restriction and election of species 
requirements and examination of the elected Group I, Claims 1-13, 15-19, and 24, on the merits 
are respectfully requested. 

The undersigned is available during normal business hours if a telephone conversation 
would be helpful to advance prosecution in this application. 



Respectfully submitted. 




BiUie Jean Smith 
Reg. No. 36,940 
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